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seem that Statutory Declarations meai (leclarations made according to the proV,
sions of Statuites. -Now, a declaration made accord ing to the provisions of the Statu te

repetig xtt-udcil ats is flot a Statutory l)eclaration unI it is Ild
before a person authorized by tha,,t Act to take it, viz., a Judge, JusticChe
Peace, or Notary Public. Rýeadiing this enactment thus, the effect is, nigatry-
But in order to mnake it effective, "I Statutory Declarations " înust mean decla<a'

. ,thl5
tions in the forin and upon the occasions prescril)ed by Statutes. Adoptlîng
initerpretation, this enactrment ineans that Comm-issioners max' take declaratiofl
in the form set out in the schedule to the Extra-Judicial Oaths Act, or cafl
()ther forin or uipon any occasion authorized bv anx' Dominion or Ontario Act

R.S.O., Cap. 62, sec. 12, defines the powers of Cornmniissioners. and it 15thr
enacted that Commissioners have power to takfda vt an aflratomatters before the Courts, or ýwhere affidavits or affirmations are authtorizebe made by Statute. The new Act, therefore, in question, is practica'Y ail.d outamendment of this section. In order to have the desired effect i t suhbe taken to establish a formi of Statutory I)eclaration in Ontari lieas is now authorizeci by the L)omi*nion Act. It remains to Coofdwhether a person declaring falsely iii such a declaration is gu1iltY' itmisdemeanor, for unless crinîinality attaches to a declaration, if fa1se,
would be of no more value than an or(linary statement. The origna Act, 37
Vict., Cap. 37, entitled " An Act for the suppression of voluntary and eXtra-J.d
cial oaths," which remained in its original formi up to the passing of the neV1S
Statutes of Canada in 1886, contained a provision " that if any declaratiOi ersollin pursuance thereof be false or untrue in any material particular, the P 'fhiS
mnaking such false declaration shall be deeined guilty of a misdemeanoflr. arde
provision, it will be noticed, is flot to be found in the Revised St-atutes, ad"
must look elsewhere to find crirninality iîniposed uponi false declarationisp IYr
Perjury Act provides for this, enacting that everyone who wilfuily and crt laW
declares falsely in any declaration in aniy case in which by any Act or hat
force in Canada or in any Province of Canada it is required or authorized dh
facts be verified bY declaration, is guilty of wilful and corrupt perjury. NWîù
the enactment passed by the Ontario Legisiature this last Session, delr. 1
in the form and on the occasions set out inl the Act respecting etra-jUdil
oaths aeauthorized to be taken by Comînîssioners, such declaratiol 5 S r
\vithin the purview of the Perjury Act, inasmuch as they are declarationlS aI>tt

orized by an Act in force in a Province of Canada. And s0 it mnay be argu.es

in this sornewhat roundabout fashion, declarations made before ComI>n"Ssl0will in future l)e valid, and criminality will attach to false staternenl iadtherein. 
ttOYBut this reasoning is unsatisfactory, for it cannot be said that ttDeclaration, unade before a Comm;iss"iner, is made " by virtue of theStrespecting extra-judicial oaths," as expressed in the form given in the )ontl d

Act, which form, it will be noted, is imperative. It should, be expressed ri
only as made " by virtue of the Act respecting extra-judicial oaths," but
"by virtue of the Act passed by the Legislatuire of Ontario in the 5 3 rd yeal


